likely to see otherwise than at the mouth of the cannon and
the point of the bayonet/'1 Roused to righteous indigna-
tion by these derogatory remarks, Dr. Roy defended and
exalted Indian civibation, which was "our own'*, **which
was naturally India's peculiarity".2 which was in no way
inferior to Western civilisation cut only different from it
and was besides wholly "indigenous" and self-evolved, and
not a hotch-potch of elements borrowed from alien cul-
tures as John Dewey had admitted Eastern civilization to
be. It was the sole survivor of the ancient civilizations of
the world. He then castigated the "cultural hypocrites"
and the "cultural renegades"1 among Indians who would
dev:::re from their own Indian culture and adopt foreign
Western civilizaticn, who would wear trousers instead of
dhotis s^ who would eat with forks instead of fingers.

Mr. Arthur Mayhew said that East and West stood for
"two types of culture,5'* which "though they had reacted on
one another, had not yet fused; their interaction has so far
been responsible for antagonism rather than co-operation.**4
His solution of the conflict was that India should accept
Christ and the Xew Testament, **the spiritual foundations
of our Western institutions and civilisation*"4

William Archer had, in his book INDIA AND THE
FUTURE, said that India was "barbarous, barbarian and
barbarism."5 Whereupon Sir John Woodroffe was moved
to write his book, IS INDIA CIVILISED ? in which he
defended Indian culture and asserted that it had not only
an academic interest but also a bearing on the future of the

1.   Roy, THE SPIRIT OF INDIAN CIVILIZATION, p. 10,

2.   Ibid. p. 95.

3.   Roy, THE SPIRIT OF INDIAN CIVILIZATION, p. 243.

4.   Mayhew, THE EDUCATION OF INDIA, p. 177.

5.   Ibid, p. 185.